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Atom: Amid the babel of contending tongues — contending for the privilege of scaring the American 
people — two individual voices command respect. They do not belong to those of the group who yell 
for “candor” to frighten people. (Observers here believe this group, mainly Fair Dealers, want to scare 
people — not necessarily to get greater armament funds — but to put over a world government under 
cover of hysteria engendered by fear of atomic warfare.) 

The two whose voices will be heeded hold key posts. They are Atomic Energy Commission Chair- 
man Lewis Strauss and Senator Bourke Hickenlooper (Rep., Ia.), ranking Republican Senator on the 
Joint Congressional Atomic Energy Committee. 

Strauss — an old and close friend of Hoover and Taft — came up the hard way in the atomic com- 
mission, fighting the policies of David Lilienthal, the publicity-seeking, controversial chairman ap- 
pointed by Truman in 1946. Strauss was appointed chief of the Commission last Spring by Ike. He 
inherits the difficult situation created in considerable part by the poor security policy of the Truman 
regime. 

He and Hickenlooper in 1949, it is now revealed, opposed the release of radioactive isotopes to 
Norway. The Fair Deal hegemony in the Commission overruled their protests and the material was 
delivered into the hands of a Norwegian technician later found to be working for the Soviets. U.S. 
military authorities believe the data was stolen, given to the USSR and that it helped development of 
Soviet military equipment. 

In the past 48 hours Hickenlooper has stated that there may be more danger than benefit in any 
move to tell the American people more than they already know about atomic and hydrogen bomb de- 
velopment. “The American people have been given the fundamental facts of the tremendous power of 
atomic weapons”, Hickenlooper said. “I don’t know much more that could be said without going into 
technical data which would benefit our enemies. Certainly any action to reveal the extent of our stock- 
piling of bombs would be of great service to our enemies.” 


Inside State Department: Undersecretary Walter Bedell Smith is now at war with presidential 
psychological warfare adviser C. D. Jackson — according to good sources. The two previously had 
collaborated, particularly on the appeasement-of-Russia policy in the Korean situation last spring. Their 
difference now is not one of principle, but simply factional, we are told. Smith is said to have ambi- 
tions to become Secretary of State, counting on his old and close relationship in the Army with Eisen- 
hower to get him the job. 

@ The State Department — it is well known — has sought to spread the myth that “McCarthy- 
ism” has proved a detriment to our prestige abroad. Since skeptics would not “buy” this, State started 
an opinion-sampling poll in Western European countries to prove their point. Much to the disgust of the 
bureaucrats, the survey soon showed that almost everyone queried in Western Europe confessed com- 
plete ignorance of who McCarthy was. And the operation was abandoned. 

@ Senator Knowland’s denunciation of the proposed “non-aggression” pact with Russia (pro- 
fessedly to allay Russian fears of a Western attack) has effectively killed that measure — such is the 
inside reaction in the State Department. For Knowland is the Majority Leader of the Senate. “State” 
ought to know, it is remarked on Capitol Hill, because Acheson holdovers in the Department (who are 
legion still) have been quietly promoting the idea. 
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On the Firing Line: Republicans fighting for the Bricker Amendment scored again last week at the 
Republican women’s eastern conference in Atlantic City. (Two weeks ago, a big response to a call 
for signatures on a petition for the Bricker Amendment featured the GOP women’s gathering in Chicago.) 
Approximately half of an estimated 600 delegates at the Atlantic City gathering signed a petition for the 
Ohio Senator’s move to protect American sovereignty. The drive for signatures came from groups in 


Maryland and the District of Columbia, but it was noteworthy that a considerable number of the New 
York delegation signed the petition. 


At Atlantic City and after, many tart comments have been directed at the “Ike Birthday” parties 
planned, usually by New Deal Republicans. The obvious motive is to create another “man-on-horseback” 
myth, similar to that provided for Franklin D. Roosevelt, whose birthday celebrations were a feature of 
the slick New Deal propaganda. The attitude of many GOP members is very chilly to such shenanigans. 
Signs are evident of a developing boycott of the “king’s birthday” functions. Thousands may attend 
such parties, but it’s a good guess that thousands of Republicans will shun them. 


Farm Headaches: If the Administration gets out of the farm “mess” with most of the farm vote in- 
tact and some honor, it will prove to be something in the nature of a miracle. But, those around the 
harassed Secretary of Agriculture, Mr. Benson, have been considering a plan which might work a 
miracle. It is proposed by Mr. C. S. Woolman of Chicago, prominent in various national farm or- 
ganizations, and Secretary-Treasurer of the Foundation for American Agriculture. 


Woolman recognizes that support prices are very costly — with the Commodity Credit Corporation 
having the Department of Agriculture on its cuff for more than 3 and 3/4 billion dollars. This sum 
represents millions of bushels and billions of pounds of various commodities gradually deteriorating 
in storage space for which the CCC spends the prodigious sum of $400,000 a day in rent. As things go 
now, another year of sinking commodity prices, more bumper crops and continuing high subsidized 


price supports may well see CCC’s total loaning capacity (which is $6,750,000,000) exhausted. 


Benson is on the hook. To keep the “farm vote”, he has to maintain the expensive price supports. 
But the supports give the economy a headache because they involve strict controls in the form of marketing 
quotas and acreage allotments. Benson always abominated the latter in speeches and utterances. But 
now he has to put them into effect. 


Woolman claims his scheme will take Benson off that hook. He proposes that farmers go ahead and 
grow as much of any storable crop (such as wheat, corn, cotton) as they see fit and sell it whenever and 
wherever they want. So far, this would correspond to the free enterprise, free market system. How- 
ever, to keep the farmer politically happy, the plan would assign — for the purpose of subsidization 
*— to each farmer a quota and on his quota the Government would pay the farmer an amount necessary 
to reimburse him for the difference between the price he receives in the market and the famous “90% 
of parity” figure. 


What’s the difference between the Woolman plan (which provides price supports) and the New- 
Fair Deal dispensation? Woolman says its a matter of paying once instead of twice as we have been 
doing under that dispensation, explaining thus. He doesn’t like the principle of subsidies, but since 
they are apparently going to be with us for some time to come, it would be a lot cheaper for the tax- 
payer to cough up once rather than twice as he does currently. At present he pays for the CCC and 
its billions of dollars of wasted loans, the $400,000 per day of storage rents, etc.; and then he pays 
again in the artificially inflated prices of the disturbed market place. Under the Woolman scheme, the 
taxpayer would have to ante up for the payment of subsidies. But since his scheme would involve 
dismantling the costly operation of the CCC, the commodity business with its grim problems of storage, 
spoilage, huge operating personnel and disruption of normal market prices — he would be freed of the 
artificially high prices resulting from such operations. 
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“Liberals”: Mr. Benjamin Mandel, research director of the Jenner Internal Security Subcommittee, in 





an article in the Washington Evening Star (October 1) describes how “‘liberals”, professing to be out- 
raged by alleged smears by Congressional committees actually smear the committees. Mr. Mandel ex- 
plains how carefully his committee tries to protect innocent individuals by holding secret, preliminary 
hearings to find out if the person concerned really has any incriminating affiliations with subversives 
— before giving any publicity to the matter. 


“It was with some astonishment therefore”, says Mandel, “that the subcommittee recently encoun- 
tered two professors of a leading ‘liberal’ Midwestern university — both eminent scholars in their own 
special fields — who were questioned in the light of their frequent support of Communist front or- 
ganizations, which was a matter of public record. Satisfied with their denials of actual affiliation with 
the Communist Party, the Senate subcommittee decided for their protection to hold no public session. But 
these professors insisted upon martyrdom. They insisted upon a public session, which was denied them 
in accordance with committee practice. They thereupon issued a press release to show that they had 
indeed been thrown to the lions.” 


Mandel goes on to describe the extraordinary acrobatics of the “liberals”. He says: “Since the Com- 
munist movement operates largely as an underground conspiracy and since evidence against it is con- 
cealed and often difficult to obtain, ridicule and skepticism have been successfully utilized by certain 
‘liberals’ to discredit the testimony of witnesses later upheld by the courts. In this connection, it will 
be remembered that a considerable section of a humorous weekly magazine was devoted to an article 
by a feature writer defending William W. Remington. At the time when Whittaker Chambers produced 
the now-famous pumpkin papers against Alger Hiss, a famous prize-winning liberal cartoonist hilar- 
iously depicted a huge pumpkin-shaped chariot drawn by a team of rats.” 


Creel: The obits of George Creel (who passed away last week at the age of 77) relate all the phases of 
his distinguished career — save the last and best. A Jeffersonian Democrat and a critic of the Roosevelt- 
Truman foreign policy, Creel in 1949 published a book Russia’s Race for Asia (Bobbs Merrill) which 
was an exposé of the realities of our Asian policy and a slashing assault on the Acheson-Marshall course 
in China. If his warnings had been heeded, disaster might have been prevented. 


In domestic policy, Creel took up the cudgels in 1950 for Nixon and his help was material in 
bringing about Nixon’s victory over Helen Gahagan Douglas. Within the past year, Creel had been 
working to create an organization of Jeffersonian Democrats in the North to push towards an ultimate 
goal of realignment of parties. 
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Formosa Beachhead, by Geraldine Fitch. Henry Regnery Company: Chicago. $3.50. Reviewed 
by Richard L. Stokes. 


It chanced that I read Mrs. Fitch’s book on the morning after Dean Gooderham Acheson was dec. 
orated with a bronze plaque, as an award for distinguished service by the Woodrow Wilson Foundation 


— Wilson, who repulsed with indignation the offer of Acheson’s pal, Felix Frankfurter, to become his 
political adviser! 


Formosa Beachhead proved a timely and potent countercharm against the glossy sinuosities of rhet- 
oric with which Harry Truman’s Secretary of State tried to lull the public into forgetting that his “errors 
of judgment” in China had been more disastrous to this country than the attempted betrayals of ten 
thousand Benedict Arnolds. 


I had just been subjected, by radio, to the slinky grace of Acheson sophistry in his speech of ac- 
ceptance. There could have been no more impressive contrast than Mrs. Fitch’s honest recapitulation 
of the astounding incident in which the White House and State Department put themselves at Joseph 
Stalin’s disposal for pulling down Generalissimo Chiang Kai-shek, our only staunch ally and champion 
of the American cause in the Orient. 


The story has been told again and again, and cannot be told too often. It is such an unbelievable 
record of folly and treachery, and involves so many distinguished names, that the American people have 
been reluctant to credit it, though few historical episodes have been so exhaustively documented. Mrs. 
Fitch has given yeoman help to a consummation devoutly desired. 


Being no weekend expert on Sino-American affairs, she wears her rue with a difference. In com- 
pany with her distinguished husband, Dr. George Fitch, she has spent half her life, or upward of 30 
years, in China. She speaks its language fluently. Her home was the first in which Chiang Kai-shek and 
his bride, the former Soong Mei-ling, were entertained after their marriage. She knew personally most 


of the heroes and villains of the drama, and enlivens her narrative with innumerable fresh details. 


Mrs. Fitch is particularly fine in her account of the Generalissimo’s tragic loyalty to the United 
States despite a smear campaign of unscrupulous virulence waged against him and members of his 
family in Washington and New York. She describes at first hand the great public works of his govern- 
ment not only in Formosa but on the Chinese mainland, in conjunction with UNRRA. 


Because of her own observation and sources of information, the author’s notion of the function of 
the Nationalist army on Formosa is worthy of respect. She has no delusion that this force can invade 
and conquer greater China, but argues — hence the title — that Formosa can serve as a beachhead for 
a series of landings on the coast. They would supply arms, munitions and supplies for the millions 
of Chinese who, she is confident, are waiting only for a chance to rise against ferocious, savage Com: 
munist masters. 


Adlai E. Stevenson, titular head of the Democratic Party, declared that Acheson’s “record of successful 
frustration of the Communist design has won him a place in history as one of its most implacable 
enemies”. Was he speaking of Dean Acheson or someone else? Mrs. Fitch causes the reader to wonder. 
She makes it clear that if any Democrat is worthy of such eulogies it is Senator Patrick A. McCarran 
of Nevada, whose monumental labors established that the only “Chinese Lobby” ever in existence was 
the Red one masterminded by the White House, the State Department and its foreign officers in China, 


the Institute of Pacific Relations and their vast network of stooge newspapers, magazines, columnists and 
commentators. 
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THE UNESCO HOAX IN OUR SCHOOLS 
By FEeLt1x WITTMER 


> > f * — i 
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T HE Los ANGELES BOARD OF EDUCATION voted on January 13 of this year to ban 
Unesco publications from the city’s public schools. On the other hand, a well- 
financed national campaign to promote the wider use of these publications in the schools 
is now in progress. 

Thus the issue, which was brought to a head in December of last year is joined. 
It was then that the Educational Policies Commission of the National Education Associ- 
ation issued an official pamphlet, The United Nations, Unesco and American. Schools. 
It advocates the teaching of world issues in conformity with United Nations’ policies, 
the study of the United Nations’ structure and documents, and the use of Unesco pub- 
lications in schools. In this championship of the UN, the NEA enjoys the cooperation of 
interlocking and associated educational organizations. 

Besides nationwide groups, from the (socialistic) National Planning Association to 
the (free enterprise) Chamber of Commerce of the United States, the following fifteen 
academic and educational societies are represented on the U.S. National Commission on 
Unesco: American Academy of Arts and Sciences, American Association of Colleges 
for Teacher Education, American Association of School Administrators, American Asso- 
ciation of University Women, American Council on Education, American Council of 
Learned Societies, American Federation of Teachers, American Political Science Associ- 
ation, Association of Colleges and Secondary Schools for Negroes, Educational Film 
Library Association, National Association of Student Councils, National Catholic Edu- 
cation Association, National Congress of Parents and Teachers, National Education 
Association of the United States, and Social Science Research Council. 

However, the responsibility for encouraging our academic societies to promote Unesco 
rests with Congress; for the U.S. National Commission for Unesco was set up according 
to an act of the 79th Congress under Public Law 565. The intellectual and practical 
stewardship of this formidable array of public societies, in UN matters, has been 
largely the concern of the American Association for the United Nations, which from 
its beginning has been under the directorship of Professor C. M. Eichelberger, of New 
York University. 

Clark Eichelberger, who plays a leading role at nationwide, statewide and local con- 
ferences assembled to boost the UN, is typical of the UN educational leaders. He is not 


a conscious supporter of the Communist causes. During the time of the Stalin-Hitler 
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alliance, to the chagrin of the Daily Worker, he was secretary of the William Allen White 
Committee, which was instrumental in ‘aligning citizens on the side of the anti-Nazi, 
anti-Soviet, pro-war forces. But before and after this interlude Professor Eichelberger, 
fatuously clinging to his rhapsodic faith in compromise with our uncompromising Com- 
munist foe, has sponsored Communist fronts. He was on the National Advisory Board 
of the American Youth Congress before the Soviet-Nazi honeymoon, and after the war 
he endorsed the Independent Citizens Committee of the Arts, Sciences and Professions, 

Unlike Professor Eichelberger, the majority of our professors and educators who, 
through the above-mentioned fifteen organizations (though in many cases against their 
will) collectively champion the teaching about the UN apparatus, have never spon- 
sored any front. They are loyal citizens of the U.S.A. Superintendent Jansen of 
New York City, for instance, who ranks among the foremost members of NEA’s 
Educational Policies Commission, has been for many years a target of opprobrious 
attacks from the pink and scarlet fringe of his own colleagues. To condemn an entire 
profession would be senseless and reckless; it is more rewarding to re-examine the 
attributes of UN and Unesco teaching in our schools. 


T HE OFFICIAL NEA pamphlet leaves little doubt that our educators have the pro- 
motion of American ideals in mind; however, in the disguise of these ideals, the 
Trojan horse is ever so smoothly led inside the precincts of American education. Men 
like Jansen hope to awaken America’s youth to the fact that it is wise to study the 
rest of the world with an unprejudiced mind; that other nations have made significant 
contributions to civilization; and that we must do our best to cooperate with them in 
the pursuit of peace. 

We would indeed be sterile and ossified if we believed that whatever is not 
American is therefore automatically inferior to our way. We would be hopelessly unfit 
for the shaping of a world policy if we were unable to cultivate respect and even 
admiration for ways which are not ours. We would be incompetent fools if we ever 
forgot that world politics, like all politics, necessitates compromise. 


The elementary error in the concept of educators who have officially adopted the 
sponsorship of the UN and Unesco derives from the notion that the UN represents 
an enlightened world policy in behalf of peace. Unfortunately, they ignore the fact that 
the UN was schemed by the then Deputy Director of our State Department’s Office 
of Special Political Affairs, Alger Hiss, who, with his accomplices in our Government, 
was much more responsible for the drafting of directive and binding documents, from 
Bretton Woods through the Yalta betrayal to the San Francisco Conference, than is at 
this time known. 

- There would be nothing basically wrong with a body such as the UN if it were 
not infested with characters who conspire to undermine the concept of individual free- 








dom, and to infringe upon the sovereignty of nations. In some cases compromise is 
a virtue; in others it is suicide. It is a virtue to work out a compromise with foreign 
nations without interfering with the cherished customs of the peoples concerned; it is 
foolhardy to compromise with those who plot the destruction of the values which we 
hold most dear. 

Logically, the USSR itself has refrained from joining Unesco. It is unthinkable 
that those who serve the cause of world dictatorship and the banishment of indi- 
vidual rights can cooperate in the making of textbooks with those who wish to 
safeguard these rights. The Muscovites would first have to admit that they have never 
ditched the program of the Communist International. 

The dirty work of propagating through Unesco publications those insipid gener- 
alities which blur the issue of our fundamental conflict with the totalitarian concepts 
is being done by Soviet satellites. They are represented in Unesco, It goes without 
saying that anything that might impede the conspiratorial activities of world Com- 
munism could not pass the censorship of such Unesco distributors as Kultura, P. O. Box 
148, Budapest 62, or Orbis, Narodni 37, Prague 1. The UN Information Centers at 
Hohlovski Pereulok, Appt. 36, Moscow; Pansak 5, Prague and Hoza 35, Warsaw, will 
not under any circumstances permit the distribution of any publication which honestly 
explores the avenues toward world peace on which free men might proceed. 

It is consequently ridiculous that American schools — as many of them do — should 
use the Unesco pamphlet series Toward World Understanding, published by Columbia 
University Press. While none of these pamphlets is openly inimical to the United 
States, every one of them undermines our traditions; all of them ignore our basic con- 
flict with world Communism. If they had been written by individuals who believe 
strongly in the fundamentals of our Constitution, they would indicate how far we can 
go in dealing with other nations, and that in any case it is our American duty to be 
on guard, not to compromise even slightly the fundamentals of our form of govern- 
ment. These pamphlets, which Congressman A. S. J. Carnahan (Dem., Mo.) had the 
naiveté to defend in the Congressional Record of April Ist, 1952, disregard the tenets 
of our Constitution (by means of scrupulous negligence) and therefore spread confu- 
sion. They are the tools of a grisly hoax. They are, in spirit, anti-American. 


T HE BRITISH MATERIALIST, Julian Sorell Huxley, who was the first Secretary Gen- 
eral of Unesco, on page 61 of his official monograph, Umesco:Its Purpose and its 
Philosophy, defines the two opposing philosophies of our century. As he states it, we 
are involved in the struggle of individualism versus collectivism; Americanism versus 
Communism; Christianity versus Marxism. Then, in an adaptation of dialectic material- 
ism, Huxley says: ‘“‘Can this conflict be avoided, these opposites be reconciled, this 
antithesis be resolved in a higher synthesis? I believe not only that this can happen, 
but that, through the inexorable dialectic of evolution, it must happen.” 





So far Mr. Huxley who, in politics, may still be a good scientist. The evolution of 
civilization (dialectically or otherwise) has led men to the peak of individual freedom, 
as guaranteed in the American way of life, i.e., individualism, capitalism, and Chris- 
tianity. The Russian way (which Huxley might better have called the Soviet way), i.e., 
collectivism, Communism or Marxism, has proved to be a lapse into the ancient 
barbarities of tyranny. 


The ideological hocus pocus of Unesco which would mix vinegar with milk, 
turpentine with wine, and cyanide with ice cream, is typical of those scholars who 
apply the methods of the physical sciences to the study of man, as if the latter were 
in no way distinguished from the ape. No wonder that we are in danger of rapidly 
falling from the apex of the vision which is embedded in our Constitution, if we 
forget that man is distinct from the animal, and that only man, who has a personality 
of his own, creates civilization. 


AY MATTERS NOW STAND, there is no end to the platitudes which are being offered 
in our high schools in yearlong preparation for United Nations week, and in our 
college seminars and institutes on the United Nations. The college of the community 
in which this writer lives holds annual summer institutes on the United Nations. A 
replica of Columbia Teachers College, it trains the prospective high school teachers of 
New Jersey. Elvira K. Fradkin, close friend of Clark M. Eichelberger, is the director of 
the Institute. In her latest book, A World Airlift, Mrs. Fradkin, ‘‘insisting on compro- 


mise” with the Soviet Union, speciously pleads for Unapp, which stands for United Na- 
tions Air Police Patrol. She believes that both the U.S.A. and the USSR will be perfectly 
happy to share the joyous duties of this airy scheme because (as she seems to know 
by some way of intuition) none is strong enough to beat the other. 


During World War II, when we supplied the Soviet Union with lend-lease 
material to the tune of eleven billion dollars, our aviators were not permitted over 
Russian territory, except for one U.S. base at Poltava, from which our airmen flew 
exactly two missions. Now, presumably, they would be welcome. And we, presum- 
ably, would love to have Soviet Russian airmen ‘‘patrol” our American land, confident 
that they have sprouted most angelic, non-atomic wings. Conservative ladies of the 
community are reported to “go wild’ over Elvira Fradkin’s UN institute. And the 
_teachers of the State, who receive State authorized “credit” for attending it, go back 
to their schools to prepare our American youth for the Huxleyan compromise with 
Communism. 


Thus the indoctrination of the teachers, and through them all the little 
school children of the country, proceeds. The rejection of Unesco publications by the 
Los Angeles Board will undoubtedly be followed by similar action by other boards and 
other loyal teaching groups, when the inherent fraud of the current official fad is 
brought to light. The American tradition is far too strong for this Unesco propaganda 
to counteract. And the American parent is still too jealous of her child’s education to 
permit it to be perverted by the “liberals”. 
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